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('hanges to [he Hoard of Illrectors of the 1 CC Docket No. 97-21 
National Exchange Carrier Association, Inc. 

ORDER 

A4dopted: January 8 ,  2003 Released: January 9,2003 

Hc the 7'eleconimunications Access Policy Division. Wireline Competition Burcau: 

1 .  'I'he Tclecoiiimunications Access Policy Division has under considcration a 
Request for Review filed by ~ r h e  Bridge Academy, Bridgeport, Connecticut, (Bridge Academy).' 
Pctitioner requests review oi 'a  decision issued by the Schools and Libraries Division (SLD) of 
the linivet-sal Service Administrative Company (Administrator).2 For the reasons set forth 
helow. we deny the Request for Rcview. 

2 .  I n  its decision. SLD denied Bridge Academy's application for universal service 
discounts in Funding Yeai.2001 because Bridge Academy failed to postmark its FCC Form 470 
signature certification before the close ofthe filing window pursuant to program rules.3 
Petitioticr argues that SLD sho~i ld be reversed because Bridge Academy submitted the required 

I Letter from Timotlly Dutton, The Bridge Acadcmy. Bridgeport, Connecticut, to Federal Communications 
Cmninirsion. tiled Scptember I?. 2002 (Requcst for Review). 

! /< /  

I elli'r troiii Schools and Libralicb Division. Universal Service Administrative Company, to Timothv Duttot,, The 
t h d g e  Acadeiny. dated July 19. 2002 (AdminisIrator's Decision on Appeal): see also SLD website, FCC For111 470 
Mii i ini i im I'rocessing Standards ih Funding Year 2001, 
I I!QJ 11 \ v u  s l . i i ~ i i ~ ~ c ~ - ~ ~ l s c r v i c e  ol-i:'referencc,.170inpr.asp~. 
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wrtjficaiion withiii the tinicfi-am required by program rules.' The record does not support this 
coiiclusiciii.' Instead. consistenl with our precedent in the Wearhersfield Order, we conclude that 
SLD's decision is supporlcd by precedent and the underlying record.' 

3 .  Further, to t l ic estcnt that Bridge Academy seeks to have its late filed FCC Form 
470 signaturc certification \ \ I i ic l i  nias submitted with its SLD appeal deemed timely filed, we 
dcny this rcquest.' Such a dccisioii would require a waiver of program rules. A waiver from the 
Conmission is appropriate if spccial c i i -c~irn~iance~ warrant a deviation from the general rule. 
;ind s ~ i c l i  deviation would better serve the public interest than strict adherence to the general 
rule.' Perilioner has not submitted adequate proof that the facts relating to its application present 
special circumstances warranting a waiver of program rules.' Therefore, we affirm SLD and 
deny 1lic Reqticst for Review 

' I<equcsl tor ~ c u i e ~ r  at 2 .  

~,Scr. 1's.. 117 re .~/l/l/iCLii~fJl7,S oJ.Y/q~ho? E Piiwt.11. Memorandum Opinion and Order, I I FCC Rcd I1925 (1996) 
(ihserviiig Ih;it " i t l h e  Commisitoii were to entertain and accept unsupported argurnems that letters mailed in 
C ' r i i i i i i i i s s i o i i  proceeding were not d r l i x r ed  . . . procedural havoc and ahuse would result."). 

" ,See Reqi ie ,c i  i i i i .  l?ei,icil' /,J' Weii/Iiw.~Jirld Locul School, Federal-Yare .lornr Board on Universal Servrce, Changes 
i i i  ihc Doa,-d o/Direcror.r o/rhc 
(Wireline Comp. Bur. rel. Sept 

..See I x f i e r  rroin Tiiilolliy Uurlon. The Bridge Academy, to Universal Service Administrative Company, Schools 
arid Librarie, Diviuioii. filed Deceinher 17. 2001 (SLD Appeal). 

' :\<,l.ilwoJi C'cllzilai~ Jt~iephone i i i  1' FC'C'. 897 F.2d I I b4. 11  66 (D.C. Cir. 1990); see also WAlTRadio L FCC. 
1 I 8  1 2d I 15;. I 159 (11.C. Cir. 1969) (5tatinp tha t  the Conmission may take into account considerarions of 
hardstrip. cquit),. 01 iiiore cf-fectivc iniplnncntation of overall policy on an individual basis), cerl. denied, 409 U S .  
1027(1972)  

' 'YL'L, l<ci/lir,\i / o I  /?cl,icll, I>>, Derni<~il Spwiul School Distrrcr. Iioven School Dislrici No J3-2, ,b!asrir.c-Morirhe.r- 

iiIle\ hi'117~11~d I'riluge Schaol,s, IVc.slhrook School Depavirveni, Federal-Siare Join1 Board <>n Unrversol 
.Sei.ricc,. C / I U I I ~ L ' \  i o  ilie Howd o/ lJiwcioi..s of ihe ,Vuiiunal hchangc Carrier Assooarton. Inc., File Nos. SLD- 
252777. SLn-26I808. SLD-27785(1. SLD-26588O. SCD-257325, SLD-270374, SLD-220712, CC Docket Nos, 96. 
Ji :mi 97-21, Oi~Ier .  DA 02-643 (C'unl. Car. Bur. rei. March 19, 2001). 

~rcionul Exchungc. Currier .4ssociarion, Inc., File Nos, SLD-226039. 2261 07 
ber 25, 2001) (CVearhers/ield Order) 
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4. AC(.'ORDlN(?LY. IT IS ORDERED. pursuant to authority delegated under 
wctic)iis 0.9I. 0 .201 .  1.3. ; ind 54.722(a) ol'the Commission's rules, 47 C.F.R. $9: 0.91, 0.291. 1 . 3 ,  
and  54.723a).  t h t  the Req~iest for Review tiled by The Bridge Academy, Bridgeport. 
('onnecticut on September 13. 2002 IS DENIED. 

FEDERAL, COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION 

Mark G .  Seifert L' 
Deputy Chief. Teleccimmunicatjons Access Policy Division 
Wireline Competition Bureau 


